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The United States Telephone Association (USTA) hereby files its reply comments to
the comments submitted on the Report and Recommendations of the Abbreviated Dialing
Ad Hoc Working Group to the North American Numbering Council (NANC) Regarding
Abbreviated Dialing Arrangements in the above-captioned proceeding (hereinafter referred
to as “the NANC Report” or “the Report”).’

In its comments, USTA advocated adoption of the NANC Report by the Commission
and strongly supported the process by which the conclusions in the Report were developed

and adopted. USTA notes the broad support expressed by the industry for the conclusions

reached in the Report and Recommendations.?

"Public Notice, DA 98-2541, released December 14, 1998.

’See Comments of AT&T Corp., Bell Atlantic, BellSouth Corporation, the National
Emergency Number Association, the Association of Public-Safety Communications
Officials-International, Inc., and the National Association of State Nine One One
Administrators, PrimeCo Personal Communications, L.P., and SBC Communications, Inc.
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USTA finds significant irony in MCI WorldCom'’s continued charges that the
proceedings leading to the Report were dominated by ILEC and wireless interests and that
“many of the Report’s conclusions simply serve to further these carriers’ interests.”’ To the
contrary, the Report is a consensus document in which all interested industry parties were
accorded an opportunity to participate.* MCl WorldCom continues its attack by repeating
that the Report “acknowledges little is known about these potential services/applications

" USTA observes that little is known about these potential

and their specific attributes.
services precisely because their proponents were unable or unwilling to describe them.®
MCI WorldCom, having failed to identify a use for the resource and gaining no credible
support for its position in the industry, has the temerity to then demand that the
Commission should “explicitly direct NANC, through a balanced industry working group
that includes representation by all appropriate industry segments, to rapidly develop
national abbreviated dialing guidelines.”” It must be recognized that representatives of
MCI WorldCom and USTA jointly led the Abbreviated Dialing Ad Hoc Working Group,
and did everything possible to ensure the maximum level of participation possible from all

industry segments. MCl WorldCom’s comment amounts to a direct attack on the structure

and process of this and many other activities under the direction of the NANC.

*Comments of MCI WorldCom at 3-4.

“It is also to be noted that the Report was discussed in detail by the NANC, and, after
minor modifications, approved by that body by clear consensus. MCI WorldCom's
attempts to impugn the Report and the process in which it was developed are an affront to
the industry and the NANC.

’Id. at 4, quoting the Report at 3, 17.

®Comments of USTA at 11.

’Comments of MCI WorldCom at 6.




To continue its demands, and not deterred by its inability to describe a service
structure, MCI WorldCom baldly states that “the Commission should open a NPRM to
establish rules to fully implement uniform national abbreviated dialing arrangements.”®
Such baseless demands must be rejected.

MCI WorldCom states that "...little if any vendor/supplier participation was sought
by the Working Group."? Although no vendors were among the standing membership of
the Working Group, it must be remembered that a major vendor is seated on NANC, and
other vendors of products that could be impacted by elements of the Ad Hoc Working
Group's Report were well aware of the activities. In addition, all the Ad Hoc’s meetings
were open to the public and anyone could participate in all of the Ad Hoc proceedings.
As the conclusions reflected in the Report began to solidify, the leaders of the Ad Hoc
Working Group did, indeed, redouble their efforts to obtain direct participation of
manufacturers' representatives at the meetings; this representation was essential to address
issues related to time of implementation. Representatives of three of the largest switching
manufacturers were present at the final face-to-face meeting of the Ad Hoc'® and
participated energetically in the discussions. These discussions provided the Ad Hoc with
many useful elements of new information. The most important of these were: 1)

recognition of the modifications that would be required in switching systems and protocol

development in signaling systems to implement interswitch (internetwork) passage of

8Id. at 2, 10.
°Id. at 5.
19 This meeting was hosted by (then) MCI at one of its corporate locations in Texas.
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abbreviated dialing sequences; 2) the lack of ability to be specific about the exact
developments that would be required absent a clear service description; and 3)
identification of the various activities and general time frames that would be required in
implementation of any new abbreviated dialing structure. It was concluded that the time
required for most of these activities could be roughly estimated, even without more
complete detail as to particular services/applications. This information and the elements
are provided in the Report.

MCI vigorously participated in obtaining this representation and in the discussion
with industry representatives. Faced with an outcome not favorable to it, MCI WorldCom
now attacks the process and the activity of those (including its own representatives) who
participated in and shared in leading the discussions. The Report includes the conclusions
of informed industry representatives. The conclusions are valid and are responsive to the
Commission's request.

In the section of its Comments entitled “The Working Group ‘s Identification of
‘Alternatives’ is Not Only Irrelevant but Misleading,””’ MCI WorldCom strikes out in
another direction. Absent any previous comment on the issue, “MCl urges the
Commission to order ILECs to immediately provide a (sic) access service arrangements to
support 555 service.”'? Besides making a demand not at issue in this proceeding, MCI
once again demonstrates that the inability to describe a service structure is no impediment

to a demand that a service be implemented.

"Comments of MCI WorldCom at 8.
274,




MCI WorldCom'’s positions cannot stand rational inquiry. They must be dismissed
by the Commission.

Likewise, the continued protests of Low Tech Designs must also be dismissed.
What seems to be continuously overlooked in Low Tech’s comments is that the Ad Hoc
Group addressed the elements of multinetwork applications. "Th revi jalin
arrangements considered by the Working Group are for use in multinetwork
applications."" Low Tech continues to mix apples and oranges and direct its ire toward
intranetwork implementations that many carriers have implemented through the years.
These were recognized in the Report; the consensus conclusion was that they should not

be disturbed.

Conclusion

All the industry representatives who had an interest in the issue of the length of time
it would take to deploy abbreviated dialing capabilities in the network were given full
opportunity to participate in the Abbreviated Dialing Ad Hoc Working Group. The
Working Group evaluated the different options available in order to determine which of

the capabilities were practical and useful.

The Report at 3 (emphasis added).




USTA submits that the Report of the Abbreviated Dialing Ad Hoc Working Group is
a consensus document of the Ad Hoc Working Group and NANC; it has answered the

Commission’s question and should be adopted.

Respectfully submitted,

UNITED STATES TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION

Its Attorneys: Lawrence E. Sarjeant
Linda L. Kent
Keith Townsend
John W. Hunter

1401 H Street, NW
Suite 600

Washington, DC 20005
(202) 326-7375

January 27, 1999
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